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(b) On the other hand, we are of the unanimous
opinion that the publication annually of a National
Medical Directory of the names of all licentiates,
with an abbreviated biography of each individual,
with the members of the organization differentiated
by a form of type or some other device which would
afford a directory with the facilities which the Journal
office commands, of accurate data, would be of great
value in the sense of a directory, and would be of
great aid in effecting more complete organization of
the profession. We believe it would be a source of
income to the association, and, although we believe
that the association should not compete in commercial
enterprises for financial gain, we look on the publica-
tion of a directory as an object quite as free from
commercialism as the publication of the Journal.

(c) We, therefore, indorse the action of the board
of trustees in the purchase of the Standard Directory,
and recommend that the board publish a complete
directory on the plant outlined by them.
Furthermore, we recommend that the trustees may

also furnish any part of this directory to state and
county societies on application.

Dr. J. N. McCormack, Kentucky, moved the adop-
tion of the recommendations of the committee. Sec-
onded by Dr. Sherrill.
After some discussion, Dr. Eugene Smith, Michigan,

moved that that portion of the report which relates
to the publication of a medical directory by the as-
sociation be referred to the board of trustees to report
next year. Seconded by Dr. Ferguson, New York.

After further discussion, which was participated in
by Drs. Smith, Michigan; Ferguson, New York; Hap-
pel, Tennessee; Bacon, Chicago; Harris, New York,
Dr. Ferguson withdrew his opposition to the original
motion.

Dr. G. Garland Sherrill, Kentucky, moved as a sub-
stitute that so much of the report as pertains to the
recommendations of the committee be adopted, strik-
ing out all that relates to the purchase of a medical
directory. Seconded.

After discussion by Drs. Harris, Illinois; Chas-
saignac, Louisiana; Baldwin, Illinois, there were calls
for the previous question, and, as there was some
doubt as to what this really was, the chairman stated
that the original motion of Dr. McCormack was to
adopt the recommendations of the committee; that
Dr. Sherrill had moved as a substitute that the recom-
mendations of the committee be concurred in, with
the exception of that part which relates to the pur-
chase of a directory.
With this explanation, the president then put the

substitute, and, as there was some doubt manifested
as to whether it was carried or not, the roll was
called by the secretary, with the result that there
were 27 votes cast in favor of the substitute and 56
against it.
The president thereon declared the substitute lost.
Dr. Harris, New York, said that, inasmuch as there

had been a free discussion on the question as to
whether the association should publish a medical
directory or not, he desired now to move the previous
question on the adoption of the report of the com-
mittee as read, which was seconded and carried, and
the recommendations of the committee were adopted.

Dr. Billings then read the final part of the report of
the committee which pertains to national incorpora-
tion.
We recommend that this part of the report be re-

ferred to the committee on national legislation, as ad-
vised by the committee on national incorporation.

FRANK BILLINGS, Chairman,
THOMAS D. COLEMAN,
C. J. SMITH,
GEORGE W. GUTHRIE,
PHILLIP MILLS JONES.

Dr. Sherrill, Kentucky, moved that the report of the
committee be now adopted as a whole, which was
seconded and carried.

New Terms.
To the Editor of the STATE JOIURNAL: In reference to

the introductory words of my paper, "Why Should
Roentgology Be Practiced Only by the Physician?"
published in the JOURNAL, June, 1905, I would like to
call the attention of the colleagues to the resolutions
adopted by the.International Roentgen Congress, Ber-
lin, May 1-3, 1905, which read, that for a general un-
derstanding the following terms ought to be used:
Roentgenology.
Roentgenography.
Roentgenoscopy.
Roentgenodiagnosis.
Roentgenotherapy.
Orthoroentgenoscopy.
Orthoroentgenophotography.

Yours very truly, W. LEHMANN.

Notification of Tuberculosis.
The committee on tuberculosis of the Medical So-

ciety of the State of California believes the following
represents the most advanced thought upon the sub-
ject of notification in pulmonary tuberculosis:

First-Tuberculosis is a disease communicated from
one individual to another because of the violation of
simple rules of hygiene and sanitation, either through
ignorance or willfulness, usually the former.
Second-In order to wage. an effective warfare

against,, tWs disease, the individual suffering from
tuberculosis must know that he has the disease, must
be instructed as to its nature and as to what measures
are necessary to prevent its spread, and must carry
them out with care. After removal or death, the
apartments previously occupied must be thoroughly
cleansed and disinfected.
Third-The supervision of such measures rightfully

belongs to the Department of Health, and in order for
this department to have such supervision, it must be
able to locate those suffering from the disease, which
can only come about by requiring all cases to be re-
por~ted..
Fourth-The notification of tuberculosis should be

especially safeguarded so as not to work unnecessary
hardship upon those who are afflicted. Consequently
the books containing the record of the names of those
suffering from the disease should be open to the in-
spection of none but the health authorities. This
protects not only the patient, but the physician as
well, and removes the usual objection urged by phy-
sicians against notification. The purpose of notifica-
tion is not for quarantine, nor for placarding the house
occupied, but simply to insure that proper instruc-
tions are given and proper precautions taken.
Fifth-Special instructions should be printed by the

health board. These should be furnished to phy-
sicians, who should give them to all patients suffer-
ing from tuberculosis. When the physician notifies
the department, he should signify whether he will in-
struct the patient and friends himself as to the
methods of preventing the disease, or whether he
wishes the department to do this. In this way there
would be no meddling with private patients, unless at
the physician's request, and consequently there would
be no clash between physician and health board.
When physicians learn that notification can be carried
out without interfering with the liberty of their
patients, they feel friendly to the plan. When the
public learns that it is done for their protection, and
that it entails no hardship, they, too, will take readily
to it.

Notification is in harmony with the advanced
thought on the prevention of tuberculosis, and will
be adopted generally sooner or later, the time de-
pending upon the importance given the subject in the
various localities.

F. M. POTTENGER,
JNO. C. KING,
GEORGE L. COLE,
EDWARD VON ADELUNG,
GEORGE H. EVANS.


